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[This Speech has been collated with the original edition, the pages of 
which are inserted in the text in brackets. The figures in the 
margin mark the pages of the second volume of Laud’s Works, 
Lond. 1700, in which it was reprinted. | 


TO HIS MOST SACRED MAJESTY, 


CHARLES, 


BY THE GRACE OF GOD, KING OF GREAT BRITAIN, FRANCE, 
AND IRELAND, DEFENDER OF THE FAITH, && 


Most Gracious and Dread Sovereign, 

I WAD no purpose to come in print, but your Majesty 
commands it, and I obey. Most sorry I am for the occasion 
that induced me to speak, and that since hath moved you to 
command me to print. Nor am J ignorant that many things, 
while they are spoken and pass by the ear but once, give 
great content; which when they come to the eyes of men, 
und their often scanning, may lie open to some exceptions, 
Vhis may fall to my lot in’ this particular, and very easily, 
considering my many diversions, and the little time I could 
snatch from other employment to attend this. Yet choose 
[ rather to obey your Majesty, than to sacrifice to mine own 
yrivacy and content. 

Since then this Speech uttered in public in the Star- 
Shamber must now come to be more public in print; [humbly 
lesire your sacred Majesty to protect me and it from the 
indeserved calumny of those men, ‘ whose mouths are spears 
md arrows, and their tongues a sharp sword,’ Psal. lv. 4, 
Though, as the wise man speaks, ‘their foolish mouths have 
ready called for their own stripes, and their lips’ (and pens) 
been a snare for their souls,’ Prov. xviii. 6, 7. 

The occasion which led me to this speech is known. There 
save of late been divers libels spread against the prelates of 
his Church. And they have not been more bitter, which is 
he shame of these ‘ raging waves *,’ than they are utterly false, 


a Jude, ver. 13. 
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38 DEDICATION. 


which is our happiness. But I must humbly beseech your 
Majesty to consider, that ’tis not we only, that is, the Bishops, 
that are struck at, but, through our sides, your Majesty, 
your honour, your safety, your religion, is impeached. For 
what safety can you expect, if you lose the hearts of your 
people? And how can you retain their hearts, if you change 
their religion into superstition ? And what honour can you 
hope for, either present, or derivative to posterity, if you 
attend your government no better than to suffer your prelates 
to put this change upon you? And what majesty can any 
prince retain, if he lose his honour and his people ? 

God be thanked ’tis in all points otherwise with you: for 
God hath blessed you with a religious heart, and not subject 
to change. And he hath filled you with honour in the eyes 
of your people: and by their love and dutifulness he hath 
made you safe. So that your Majesty is upheld, and your 
crown flourishing in the eyes of Christendom. And God 
forbid any libellous blast at home from the tongues or pens 
of a few, should shrivel up any growth of these. 

We have received, and daily do receive from God, many 
and great blessings by you: and I hope they are not many 
that are unthankful to you, or to God for you. And that 
there should be none in a populous nation, even enemies to 
their‘own happiness, cannot be expected. Yet I shall desire 
even these to call themselves to an account, and to remember 
that blasphemy against God, and ‘slandering the footsteps 
of Ifis anointed,’ are joined together, Psal. Ixxxix.? For he 
‘that blasphemes God will never stick at the slander of his 
prince; and he that gives himself the hberty to slander his 
prince, will quickly ascend to the next highest, and blaspheme 
God. 

3ut then, as I desire them to remember, so I do most 
humbly beseech your Majesty to account with yourself too: 
and not to measure your people’s love by the unworthiness 
of those few. For a loyal and obedient people you have, and 
such as will spare nor livelihood, nor life, to do you service; 
and are joyed at the heart to sce the moderation of your 


> Psal. Ixxxix. 50. “ Wherewith” and slandered the footsteps of thine 
thine enemies have blasphemed Thee, anointed.” 
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DEDICATION. 39 


government, and your constancy to maintain religion, and 
your piety in exampling it. 

And as I thus beseech you for your saaies in general, so 
do I particularly for the three professions which have a little 
suffered in these three most notorious libellers’ persons. 

5 And first for my own profession, I humbly beg of your 
Majesty to think Mr. Burton hath not in this many followers, 
and am heartily sorry he would needs lead. The best is, 
your Majesty knows what made his rancour swell*; Dll say 
no more. 

And for the law, I truly honour it with my heart, and 
believe Mr. Prynn may seek all the Inns of Court, (and with 
-a candle too if he will,) and scarce find such a malevolent 
as himself against State and Church. And because he hath 
so frequently thrust mistaken law into these pamphlets, to 
wrong the governors of the Church, and abuse your good and 
well-minded people, and makes Burton and Bastwick utter 
law which, God knows, they understand not (for I doubt his 
pen is in all the pamphlets), I do humbly, in the Church’s 
name, desire of your Majesty, that it may be resolved by all 
the reverend Judges of England, and then published by your 
Majesty, that our keeping courts, and issuing process in our 
own names, and the like exceptions formerly taken, and now 
renewed, are not against the laws of the realm (as ’tis most 
certain they are not), that so the church-governors may go 
on cheerfully in their duty, and the people’s minds be quieted 
by this assurance, that neither the law, nor their liberty as 
subjects, is thereby infringed‘. 

And for physic, the profession is honourable and safe; and 
I know the professors of it will remember that corpus huma- 
num, man’s body, is that, about which their art is conversant, 
not.corpus ecclesiasticum, or politicum, the body of the Church, 
State or Commonwealth. Bastwick only hath been bold that 
way. But the proverb in the Gospel, in the fourth of St. 
Luke, is all Pll say to him: Medice, cura teipsum ; ‘ Physician, 
heal thyself*.’? And yet let me tell your Majesty, I believe 


¢ {He had been Clerk of the Closet 4 [Such a Proclamation was sul se- 
to the King, when Prince, and ex- quently issued. See Wilkins’ Cone 
peeted to have been continued in the tom. iv. p. 536.] 
same office on his accession to the © St. Luke iv. 23, 
crown. ] 
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he hath gained more by making the Church a patient, than 
by all the patients he ever had beside. 

Sir, both myself and my brethren have been. very coarsely 
used by the tongues and pens of these men, yet shall I never 
give your Majesty any sour counsel; I shall rather magnify 
your clemency, that proceeded with these offenders in a 
court of mercy as well as justice: since (as the, reverend 
Judges then declared) you might have justly called the 
offenders into another court, and put them to it in a way 
that might have exacted their lives, for their. stirring (as 
much as in them lay) of mutiny and sedition. 

Yet this I shall be bold to say, and your Majesty may 
consider of it in your wisdom, that one way of government 
is not always either fit or safe, when the humours of the 
people are in a continual change: especially, when such men 
as these shall work upon your people, and labour to infuse 
into them such malignant principles, to introduce a parity in 
the Church or commonwealth. Et si non satis sua sponte 
insaniant, instigare ‘; and to spur on such among them as are 
too sharply set already: and by this means make and prepare 
all advantages for the Roman party to scorn us, and pervert 
them. 

I pray God bless your Majesty, your royal consort, and 
your hopeful posterity, that you may live in happiness ; 
govern with wisdom; support your people by justice; relieve 
them by mercy; defend them by power and success; and 
guide them in the true religion by your laws and most reli- 


66 


gious example, all the long and lasting days of your life: ~ 


which are and shall be the daily prayers of 
Your sacred Majesty’s most loyal Subject, and 
Most dutiful Servant, as most bound, 


W. CANT. 


f (Terent. And, iy. 2. 9.] 
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SPEECH AT THE CENSURE, ETC. 41 


(1) My Lorps, 


I SHALL not need to speak of the infamous course of libel- 
ling in any kind: nor of the punishment of it, which in some 
cases was capital by the imperial laws; as appears, Cod. lib. 
ix. t. xxxvi.&: nor how patiently some great men, very great 
men indeed, have borne animo civili (that’s Sueton. his word *) 
laceratam existimationem, the tearing and rending of their 
credit and repu(2) tation, with a gentle, nay, a generous mind. 

But of all libels, they are most odious which pretend reli- 
gion: as if that of all things did desire to be defended by 
‘a mouth that is like an open sepulchre,’ or by a pen that is 
made of a sick and a loathsome quill. 

There were times when persecutions were great in the 
Church, even to exceed barbarity itself: did any martyr or 
confessor, in those times, libel the governors? Surely no; 
not one of them to my hest remembrance: yet these com- 
plain of persecution without all show of cause; and in the 
meantime libel and rail without all measure. So little of kin 
are they to those which ‘suffer for Christ,’ or the least part 
of Christian religion. 

ly Lords, it is not every man’s (3) spirit to hold up against 
the venom which libellers spit. For S. Ambrose, who was a 
stout and a worthy prelate, tells us, not that himself, but that 
a far greater man than he, that’s King David, had found out 
(so it seems in his judgment ’twas no matter of ordinary 
ability) grande inventum, a great and mighty invention, how 
to swallow and put off those bitter contumelies of the 
tongue‘: and those of the pen are no whit less, and spread 
further. And it was a great one indeed, and well beseemed 
the greatness of David. But I think it will be far better for 
me to look upward, and practise it, than to look downward, 
and discourse upon it. 


g (Col. 852. Col. Allob. 1624.] ‘In Apol. i. David. c. vi. [§ 31. Op., 
hInJul.c.75.[p.88. Lugd. Bat 1672.] tom. i. col. 685.] 
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42 SPEECH AT THE CENSURE 


In the meantime I shall remember what an ancient, under 68 
the name of S.Hierom, tells me, Indignum est et praposterum, 
*Tis unworthy in itself, and pre(4)posterous in demeanour, 
for aman to be ashamed for doing good, because other men 
glory in speaking ill. 

And I can say it clearly and truly, as in the presence of 
God, I have done nothing, as a prelate, to the uttermost of 
what I am conscious, but with a single heart,-and with a 
sincere intention for the good government and honour of the | 
Church, and the maintenance of the orthodox truth and 
religion of Christ, professed, established, and maintained in 
this Church of England. 

For my care of this Church, the reducing of it into order, 
the upholding of the external worship of God in it, and the 
settling of it to the rules of its first reformation, are the 
causes (and the sole causes, whatever are pretended) of all 
this malicious storm, which hath lowered so black upon me, 
and some (5) of my. brethren. And in the meantime, they 
which are the only, or the chief innovators of the Christian 
world, having nothing to say, accuse us of innovation; they 
themselves and their complices in the meantime being the 
greatest innovators that the Christian world hath almost ever 
known. I deny not but others have spread more dangerous 
errors in the Church of Christ ; but no men, in any age of it, 
have been more guilty of innovation than they, while them- 
selves cry out against it. Quis tulerit Gracchos ? 

And I said well, Quis tulerit Gracchos? For ’tis most 
apparent to any man that will not wink, that the intention 
of these men, and their abettors, was and is to raise a sedition, 
being as great incendiaries in the State (where they get 
power) as they have ever been in the (6) Church; Novatian 
himself hardly greater. 

Our main crime is (would they all speak out, as some of 
them do), that we are bishops!; were we not so, some of us 
might be as passable as other men. 


x (O quam indignum est atque ' Burton’s Apol. [of an Appeal,]} 
preposteruin, ut justi ~confundantarin p. 110. (Lond. 1636. The passage is 
bonis, et peccatores glorientur in in the ‘Summe of two Sermons,’ enti- 
malis.”]—Ad Occan, de Ferend. Op- tled, ‘For God and the King,’ ap- 
prob. [S. Hieron. Op., tom. xi. col. 366." pended to the Apology.) 

D. inter Opera spuria. } 
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OF BASTWICK, BURTON, AND PRYNNE. 43 


And a great trouble ’tis to them, that we maintain that 
our calling of bishops is jure divino, by divine right: of this 
I have said enough, and in this place, in Leighton’s case, nor 
will I repeat. Only this I will say, and abide by it, that the 
calling of bishops is jure divino, by divine right, though not 
all adjuncts to their calling. And this I say inas direct oppo- 
sition to the Church of Rome, as to the Puritan humour. 

And I say further, that from the Apostles’ times, in all 
ages, in all places, the Church of Christ was governed by 
bishops: and lay-elders never heard (7) of, till Calvin’s new- 
fangled device at Geneva. 

Now this is made by these men, as if it were contra Regem, 
against the King, in right or in power. 

But that’s a mere ignorant shift; for our being bishops 
jure divino, by divine right, takes nothing from the King’s 
right or power over us. For though our office be from God 
and Christ immediately, yet may we not exercise that power, 
either of order or jurisdiction, but as God hath appointed us, 
that is, not in his Majesty’s or any Christian king’s kingdoms, 
but by and under the power of the King given us so to do. 

And were this a good argument against us, as bishops, 
it must needs be good against priests and ministers too; for 
themselves grant that (8) their calling is jure divino, by divine 
right; and yet I hope they will not say, that to be priests 
and ministers is against the King, or any his royal prero- 
gatives. 

Next, suppose our calling, as bishops, could not be made 
good jure divino, by divine right, yet jure ecclesiastico, by 
ecclesiastical right, it cannot be denied. And here in England 
the bishops are confirmed, both in their power and means, by 
Act of Parliament. So that here we stand in as good case 
as thé present laws of the realm can make us. And so we 
must stand till the laws shall be repealed by the same power 
that made them. 

Now then, suppose we had no other string to hold by, (I 
say suppose this, but I grant it not,) yet no man (9) can hbel - 
against our calling, (as these men do,) be it in pulpit, print, 
or otherwise, but he libels against the King and the State, 
by whose laws we are established. Therefore, all these libels, 
so far forth as they are against our calling, are against the 


i % 
» OF es 2a 


ey 


44. SPEECH AT THE CENSURE 


King and the law, and can have no other purpose than to 
stir up sedition among the people. 

If these men had any other intention, or if they fea any 
Christian or charitable desire to reform anything amiss, why 
did they not modestly petition his Majesty about it, that in 
his princely wisdom he might set all things right, in a just 
and orderly manner? But this was neither their intention 
nor way. For one clamours out of his pulpit, and all of them 
from the press, and in a most viru(10)lent and unchristian 
manner set themselves to make a heat among the people; 
and so by mutiny to effect that which by law they cannot ; 
and by most false and unjust calumnies to defame both our 
callings and persons. But for my part, as I pity their rage, 
so I heartily pray God to forgive their malice. ao 

No nation hath ever appeared more jealous of religion 
than the people of England have ever been. And their zeal 
to God’s glory hath been, and at this day is a great honour 
to them. But this zeal of theirs hath not been at all times 
and in all persons alike guided by knowledge. Now zeal, as 
it is of excellent use, where it sees its way, so it is very 
dangerous company where it goes on in the (11) dark™: and 
these men, knowing the disposition of the people, have 
laboured nothing more than to misinform their knowledge, 
and misguide their zeal, and so to fire that into a sedition, in 
hope that they whom they causelessly hate might miscarry in it. 

For the main scope of these libels is to kindle a jealousy in 
men’s minds that there are some great plots in hand, dan- 
gerous plots, (so says Mr. Burton expressly”,) to change the 
orthodox religion established in England, and to bring in, I 
know not what, Romish superstition in the room of it. As 
if the external decent worship of God could not be upheld in 
this kingdom, with(12)out bringing in of Popery. 

Now, by this art of theirs, give me leave to tell you that 
the King is most desperately abused and wounded in the 
minds of his people, and the prelates shamefully. 


m You may secit in the example of ings against the disciples, Acts ix. 1. 


S. Paul himself, whose very zeal in the 
darkness of his understanding, which 
he then had, made him persecute 
Christ and his Church, Acts xxii. 3, 4. 
And he was very dangervus company 
then; for he breathed out threaten- 


So true is that of Saint Greg. Naz. Orat. 
xxi.: Zelustracundiam acuit: All zeal 
puts an edge to anger itself: and that 
must needs be dangerous in the dark, 

"(Burton’s Ilumble Appeal, ] page 5. 
[Lond. 1636. } 
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OF BASTWICK, BURTON, AND PRYNNE. 45 


70 The King most desperately : for there is not a more cunning 
trick in the world, to withdraw the people’s hearts from their 
sovereign, than to persuade them that he is changing true 
religion, and about to bring in gross superstition upon them. 

And the prelates shamefully: for they are charged to 
seduce, and lay the plot, and be the instruments. 

For his Majesty first. This I know, and upon this occasion 
take it my duty to speak: there is no prince in Christendom 
more sincere in his religion, nor more constant to it, than the 
(13) King. And he gave such a testimony of this at his being 
in Spain, as I much doubt whether the best of that faction 
durst have done half so much as his Majesty did, in the 
face of that kingdom. And this you, my Lord, the Earl of 
Holland, and other persons of honour, were eye and ear 
witnesses of, having the happiness to attend him there. And 
at this day, as his Majesty (by God’s great blessing both 
on him and us) knows more, so is he more settled and more 
confirmed, both in the truth of the religion here established, 
and in resolution to maintain it. 

And for the prelates; I assure myself they cannot be so 
base, as to live prelates in the Church of England, and labour 
to bring in the superstitions of the Church of Rome upon 
themselves and it. Andif any should be so foul, I (14) do not 
only leave him to God’s judgment, but (if these libellers, or 
any other, can discover that his base and irreligious falsehood) 
to shame also, and severe punishment from the State: and in 
any just way, no man’s hand shall be more or sooner against 
him, than mine shall be. 

And for myself, to pass by all the scandalous reproaches 
which they have most injuriously cast upon me, I shall say 
this only : 

First, I know of no plot nor purpose wi altering the religion 
established. 

Secondly, I have ever been far from attempting anything 
that may truly be said to tend that way in the least degree: 
and to these two I here offer my oath. ; 

Thirdly, if the King had a mind to change religion, (which 
I know he (15) hath not, and God forbid he should ever 
have,) he must seek for other instruments. For as basely as 
these men conceive of me, yet I thank God, I know my duty 
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well, both to God and the King: and I know that all the 
duty I owe to the King is under God. And my great happi- 
ness it is (though not mine alone, but your Lordships’ and 
all his subjects’ with me), that we live under a gracious and 
a religious King, that will ever give us leave to serve God 
first, and him next. But were the days otherwise, I thank 
Christ for it, I yet know not how to serve any man against 
the truth of God, and I hope I shall never learn it. 

But to return to the business; what is their art to make 
the world believe a change of religion is endeavoured? 
What? Why forsooth, they say, (16) there are great inno- 
vations brought in by the prelates, and such as tend to the 
advancing of Popery. 

Now, that the vanity and falsehood of this may appear, I 
shall humbly desire your Lordships to give me leave to recite 
briefly all the innovations charged upon us, be they of less or 
greater moment, and as briefly to answer them. And then 
you shall clearly see, whether any cause hath been given of 
these unsavoury libels, and withal, whether there be any show 
of cause to fear a change of religion. And I will take these 
great pretended innovations in order, as I meet with them, 


First, I begin with the ‘ News from Ipswich °®’ 

Where the FIRST INNOVATION is, ‘ that the last year’s fast 
was enjoined to be (17) without sermons in London, the 
suburbs, and other infected places, contrary to the orders for 
other fasts in former times: whereas sermons are the only 
means to humble men?,’ &c. 

To this I say, first, that an after-age may, without offence, 
learn to avoid any visible inconvenience cbserved in the 
former. And there was visible inconvenience observed in 
men’s former flocking to sermons in infected places. 

Secondly, this was no particular act of prelates; but the 
business was debated at the Council-table, being a matter of 
State as well as of religion. And it was concluded for no 
sermons in those infected places, upon this reason, that 
infected persons or families, known in their own parishes, 
might not take occasion upon those (18) by-days to run to 

° (This book was writtenbyPrynne, proceedings of Bishop Wren. ] 


under the name of Matthew White, P Page 2. 
and was specially directed against the 
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other churches where they were not known, as many use to 
do, to hear some humorous men preach; for on the Sundays, ° 
when they better kept their own churches, the danger is not 
so great altogether. 

Nor, thirdly, is that true, that sermons are the only means 
to humble men. For though the preaching of God’s word, 
where it is performed according to His ordinance, be a great 
means of many good effects in the souls of men, yet no 
sermons are the only means to humble men. And some of 
their sermons are fitter a great deal for other operations: 
namely, to stir up sedition, as you may see by Mr. Burton’s; for 
this his printed libel was a sermon first, and a libel too. And 
tis the best part of a fast to abstain from such sermons. 


(19) 2. The SECOND INNOVATION is, ‘that Wednesday was 
appointed for the fast-day, and that this was done with this 
intention, by the example of this fast without preaching, to 
suppress all the Wednesday lectures in London’.’ 

To this I answer, first, that the appomting of Wednesday 
for the fast-day was no innovation. For it was the day in 
the last fast before this: and I mysclf remember it so, above 
forty years since, more than once. 

Secondly, if there be any innoy ation in it, the prelates 

named not the day ; my Lord Keeper, I must appeal to your 
Lordship: the day was first named by your Lordship, as the 
usual and fittest day. And yet I dare say, and swear too, 
that your Lordship had no aim to bring in Popery; nor to 
suppress all or any the Wednesday lectures (20) in London. 
Besides, these men live to see the fast ended, and no one 
Wednesday lecture suppressed. 


72, §%. The THIRD INNOVATION is, ‘ that the prayer for seasonable 
weather was purged out of this last fast-book, which was,’ say 
they, ‘one cause of shipwrecks and tempestuous weather*.’ 

To this I say, first in the general; this fast-book, and all 
that have formerly been made, have been both made and 
published by the command of the King, in whose sole power 
it is to call a fast. And the archbishop and bishops to whom - 
the ordering of the book is committed, have power under the 
King to put in or leave out whatsoever they think fit for the 
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present occasion; as their predecessors have ever done before 
them. (21) Provided that nothing be in contrary to the 
doctrine or discipline of the Church of England. 

And this may serve in the gencral for all alterations, in 
that or any other fast-hook, or books of devotion upon any 
particular occasions, which may and ought to vary with 
several times; and we may, and do, and will justify, under 
his Majesty’s power, all such alterations made therein. 

Secondly, for the particular. When this last book was set 
out, the weather was very seasonable. And it is not the 
custom of the Church, nor fit in itself, to pray for seasonable 
weather when we have it, but when we want it. When the 
former book was set out, the weather was extreme ill, and 
the harvest in danger; now (22) the harvest was in, and the 
weather good. 

Thirdly, ’tis most inconsequent to say, that the leaving 
that prayer out of the book of devotions caused the ship- 
wrecks and the tempests which followed. And as bold they 
are with God Almighty, in saying it was the cause: for sure 
I am, God never told them that was the cause. And if God 
never revealed it, they cannot come to know it; yet had the 
bishops beei. prophets, and foreseen these accidents, they 
would certainly have prayed against them. 

Fourthly, had any minister found it necessary to use this 
prayer at any one time during the fast, he might with case 
and without danger have supplicd that want, by using that 
prayer to the same purpose which is in the ordinary Liturgy. 

(..) Fifthly, I humbly desire your Lordships to weigh well 
the consequence of this great and dangerous innovation. The 
prayer for fair weather was left out of the book for the fast ; 
therefore the prelates intend to bring in Popery. An excel- 
lent consequence, were there any show of reason in it. 


\ 
4, The FOURTH INNOVATION is, ‘ that there is one very useful 
collect left out, and a clause omitted in another®.’ 


To this I answer, first, as before; it was lawful for us to 
alter what we thought fit. 
And secondly, since that collect made mention of preaching, 
and the Act of State forbad sermons on the fast-days in 
* Pape3. 
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o 
infected places, we thought it fit, in pursuance of that order, 


to leave out that collect. 

(24) And thirdly, for the branch in the other, which is the 
first collect, though God did deliver our forefathers out of 
‘Romish superstition,’ yet (God be blessed for it) we were 
never in. And therefore that clause being unfittingly ex- 
pressed, we thought fit to pass it over’. 


5. The FIFTH INNOVATION is, ‘that in the sixth order for 
the fast, there is a passage left out concerning the abuse of 
fasting in relation to merit®.’ 

To this I answer, that he to whom the ordering of that 
book to the press was committed, did therefore leave it out, 
because in this age and kingdom there is little opinion of 
meriting by fasting. 

Nay, on the contrary, the contempt and scorn of all 
fasting (save what humorous men call for of themselves) is 
(25) so rank, that it would grieve any Christian man to see 
the necessary orders of the Church concerning fasting, both 
in Lent and at other set times, so vilified as they are. 


6. The SIXTH INNOVATION is, ‘that the Lady Elizabeth and 
her princely children are dashed’ (that ’s their phrase) ‘ out 
of the new collect, whereas they were in the collect of the 
former book *.? 

For this first, the author of the ‘ News’ knows full well 
that they are left out of the collect in the latter editions of 
the Common Praycer-book, as well as in the book for the fast. 
And this was done according to the course of the Church, 
which ordinarily names none in the prayer but the right line 
descending. Yet this was not done till the King himself 
commanded it; as I have (26) to show under his Majesty’s 
hand. 

Secondly, I beseech your Lordships to consider, what must 
be the consequence here: The Queen of Bohemia and her 
children are left out of the collect; therefore the prelates 
intend to bring in Popery; for ‘ that,’ you know, they say, 
‘is the end of all these innovations.’ Now, if this be the end 
and the consequence, truly the libellers have done very duti- 


t [The passage is quoted in Prynne’s in Prynne’s Cant. Doom, p. 250.] 
Cant. Doom, p 249.] x Page 3. 
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oY 
fully to the King, to poison his people with this conceit; that 


the Lady Elizabeth and her children would keep Popery out 
of this kingdom, but the King and his children will nof. 
And many as good offices as these have they done the King 
quite through these libels, and quite through his kingdoms: 
For my part, I honour the Queen of Bohemia and her line as 
much as any man whatsoever, and shall be as ready (27) to 
serve them; but I know not how to depart from my alle- 
giance, as I doubt these men have done. 


7. The SEVENTH INNOVATION is, ‘that these words, ‘who 
art the Father of Thine elect and of their seed,” are changed 
in the preface of that collect which is for the Prince and the 
King’s children?’ And with a most spiteful inferénce, ‘that 
this was done by the prelates to exclude the King’s children 
out of the number of God’s elect. And they call it ‘an 
intolerable impiety and horrid treason.’ 


To this I answer, first, that this alteration was made in my 
predecessor’s time, before I had any authority to meddle with 
these things, further than I was called upon by him. 

Secondly, this is not therefore to lay any aspersion upon 
my predecessor, for (28) he did in that but his duty: for his 
Majesty acknowledges it was done by his special direction, as 
having then no children to pray for. 

And thirdly, this collect could not be very old, for it had | 
no being in the Common Praycr-book all Queen Elizabeth’s 
time, she having no issue. 

The truth is, it was made at the coming in of King James, 
and must of necessity be changed over and over again, pro 
ratione temporum, as times and persons vary. And this is 
the ‘intolerable impiety and horrid treason’ they charge 
upon us. 

In this method the innovations are set down in the ‘ News 
from Ipswich” But then in Mr. Burton’s News from Friday- 
street (called his ‘ Apology*’) they are in another order, and 
more are added. Therefore, with your Lord(29)ships’ leave, 
I will not repeat any of these, but go on to the rest, which 
Mr. Burton adds. 


y Page 3. There is not a sceond tile, ‘News 
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8. The EIGHTH INNOVATION is, ‘ that in the Epistle the 
Sunday before Easter, we have put out ‘in,’ and made it at 
the name of Jesus every kuee shall bow;’ which alteration,’ 

he saith, ‘is directly against the Act of Parliament*’ 


Here give me leave to tell you, ’tis ‘at the name of Jesus,’ 
in the late learned translation made in King James his time. 
About which many learned men of best note in the kingdom 
were employed, besides some prelates. , 

But to this I answer, first, ’tis true the Common Prayer- 
book was confirmed by Act of Parliament, and so all things 
contained in it at the passing of that Act. But I hope if 
anything were false-(30)printed then, the Parliament did 
not intend to pass those shps for current. 

Secondly, I am not of opinion, that if one word be put in 
for another, so they bear both the same sense, that there is 
any great matter done against the Act of Parliament. 

Thirdly, this can make no innovation. For ‘in the name,’ 
and ‘at the name of Jesus,’ can make no essential difference 
here. And Mr. Pryn (whose darling business it hath long 
been to cry down the honour due to the Son of God, at the 
mention of Ilis saving name Jesus) knows the grammar rule 
well, ‘In a place, or at a place,’ &c. 

Fourthly, if there were any error in the change of ‘in’ 
into ‘at,’ I do here solemnly protest to you I know not how 
it came: for authority from the pre(31)lates the printers had 
none, and such a word is easily changed in such a negligent 
press as we have in England. Or if any altered it purposely, 
for aught I know, they did it to gratify the preciser sort. For 
therein they followed the Geneva translation, and printed at 
Geneva, 1557, where the words are, ‘at the name of Jesus.’ 
And that is ninety-four years ago, and therefore no innova- 
tion made by us. | 

Fifthly, this I find in the Queen’s Injunctions, without 
either word ‘in’ or ‘at.’ ‘ Whensoever the name of Jesus 
shall be in any lesson, sermon, or otherwise, pronounced in 
the church,’ ’tis enjoined, ‘that due reverence be made of all 
persons, young and old, with lowliness of courtesy, and un- 
covering of the heads of the men-kind, as thereunto doth 
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necessarily belong, and heretofore hath been accustomed®’ 
(32) So here is necessity laid upon it, and custom for it, and - 
both expressed by authority in the very beginning of the 
Reformation, and is therefore no innovation now. 


9. The NINTH INNOVATION is4, ‘ that two places are changed 75 
in the prayers set forth for the fifth of November: and 
ordered to be read,’ they say, ‘by Act of Parliament. The 
first place is changed thus: from, ‘ Root out that Baby- 
lonish and antichristian sect which say of Jerusalem,’ &c., 
into this form of words, ‘ Root out that Babylonish and 
antichristian sect (of them) which say,’ &. The second 
place went thus in the old: ‘Cut off these workers of ini- 
quity, whose religion is rebellion; but in the book printed 
1635, ’tis thus altered: ‘ Cut off those workers of iniquity, 
who turn religion into rebellion,’ &e. 


(33) To this I say, first, tis a notorious untruth that this 
book was ‘ ordered to be read by Act of Parliament.’ The 
Act of Parliament, indeed, is printed before it; and therein 
is a command for prayers and thanksgivings every fifth of 
November, but not one word or syllable for the form of 
prayer: that’s left to the Church. Therefore, here’s no 
innovation against that Act of Parliament. 

Secondly, the alteration first mentioned, that is, ‘ that 
sect,’ or ‘sect of them,’ is of so small consequence as ’tis 
not worth the speaking of; besides, if there be anything of 
moment in it, ’tis answered in the next. 

Thirdly, both for that and the second place, which seems 
of more moment; and so for the rest, not only in that book, 
but that other also for his Majesty’s coronation, his Majesty 
expressly (34) commanded me to make the alterations, and 
see them printed. And here are both the books, with his 
Majesty’s warrant to each of them. So that _hereim I con- 
ecive I did not offend, unless it were that I gave not these 
men notice of it, or asked them leave to obey the King. 

Against this there can be but two objections, should malice 
itself go to work. The one is, that I moved his Majesty to 
command the change; and the other, ee now, when I saw 
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myself challenged for it, I procured his Majesty’s hand for 
my security. 

To these I answer clearly, first, that I did not move the - 
King, directly or indirectly, to make this change. 

And, secondly, that I had his Majesty’s hand to the book, 
not now, but then, and before ever I caused them (35) to be 
printed as now they are. And that both these are true, L 
here again freely offer myself to my oath. 

And yet, fourthly, that you may sce his gracious Majesty 
used not his power only in commanding this change, but his 
wisdom also, I shall adventure to give you my reasons, such 
as they are, why this alteration was most fit, if not necessary. 

My first reason is, in the Litany in Henry VIII. his time’, 
and also under Edward VI‘, there was this clause: ‘ From 
the tyranny of the Bishop of Rome, and all his detestable 
enormities, from all false doctrine, &c., Good Lord, deliver 
us.’ But in the Litany in Queen Elizabeth’s time, this 
clause about the Pope was left out, and it seems of purpose, 
for avoiding of scandal: and yet the prelates for (86) that 
not accounted innovators, or introducers of Popery. Now 
’tis a far greater scandal to call their religion ‘ rebellion’ 
than ’ds to call their chief bishop ‘tyrant.’ 

76 ~=And this reason is drawn from scandal, which must ever 
be avoided as much as it may. : 

My second reason is, that the learned make but three 
religions to have been of old in the world, Paganism, Juda- 
ism, and Christianity; and now they have added a fourth, 
which is Turcism, and is an absurd mixture of the other 
three. Now, if this ground of theirs be true, (as ’tis gene- 
rally received,) perhaps it will be of dangerous consequence 
sadly to avow that the Popish religion is rebellion. That 
some opinions of theirs teach rebelli(37) on, that’s S appar ently 
true; the other would be thought on, to say no more. And 


this reason, well weighed, is taken from the very foundations 


of religion itself. / 


My third reason is, because if you make their Pion to 
be rebellion, then you make their religion and rebellion to be 


e Tt was put into the Litany of of Edw. VI., both that which was 
Hen. VIII's time, as appears in his printed 1549, and in that which was 
Primer, with his injunction before it, after, anno 1552. 

f And ‘tis in both the Service-books 
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all one. And that is against the ground both of state and 
the law. For when divers Romish priests and Jesuits have 
deservedly suffered death for treason, is it not the constant 
and just profession of the State, that they never put any man 
to death for religion, but for rebellion and treason only? 
Doth not the State truly affirm, that there was never any law 
made against the life of a Papist, guatenus a Papist only ? 
And (88) is not all this stark. false, if their very religion be 
rebellion? For if their religion be rebellion, it is not only 
false, but impossible, that the same man, in the same act, 
should suffer for his rebellion, and not for his religion. 

And this King James of ever-blessed memory understood 
passing well, when, in his Premonition to all Christian 
Monarchs, he saith, ‘I do constantly maintain that no 
Papist, cither in my time or in the time of the late Queen, 
ever dicd for his conscience &.’? Therefore, he did not think 
their very religion was rebellion; though this clause passed 
through inadvertency in his time. And this reason is 
grounded both upon the practice and the justice of the law. 

Which of these reasons, or whe(39)ther any other better, 
were in his Majesty’s thoughts when he commanded the 
alteration of this clause, I know not. But I took it my duty 
to lay it before you, that the King had not only power, but 
reason to command it. 


10. The TENTH INNOVATION is, ‘that the Prayer for the 
Navy is left out of the late book for the fast®/ 


To this I say, there is great reason it should. For the 
King had no declared enemy then, nor (God be thanked) 
hath he now. Nor had he then any navy at sea; for almost 
all the ships were come in before the fast-book was set out. 

But, howsoever, an excellent consequence it is, if you mark 
it: The Prayer for the Navy was left out of the (40) book for 
the fast; therefore by that, and such hke innovations, the 
prelates intend to bring in Popery. Indeed, if that were a 
piece of the prelates’ plots to. bring in Popery from beyond 
sea, then they were mightily overseen that they left out the 
Prayer for the Navy. But else what reason or consequence 
is in it I know not, unless: perhaps Mr. Burton intended to 
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ae ; 
a. ey ee ; ’ 
aera aoe 

| : : if) 7 im 2 | 1 

ol) ae Si nanan oh 

ers * ibe 2 se ell we iin 7 
ies) ha adie oot ww mara -_ 
aan = it~ ars ip peta “a eee 


= = 


Ming aon Se ieers k 
ad A ) i+4e &? 7 ws 
oyhes @ 


OF BASTWICK, BURTON, AND PRYNNE. 55 


befriend Dr. Bastwick, and in the navy bring hither the 
Whore of Babylon to be ready for his christening; as he most 
profanely scoffs. ’ 


77 + Well; I pray God the time come not upon this kingdom, 
in which it will be found that no one thing hath advanced or 
ushered in Popery so fast, as the gross absurdities even in the 
worship of God which (41) these men, and their like, main- 
tain, both in opinion and practice. 


11. The ELEVENTH INNOVATION is, ‘the reading of the 
second service’ at the communion-table, or the altari,” . 

To this, first, I can truly say, that since my own memory 
this was in use in very many places, as being most proper (for 
those prayers are then read which both precede and follow 
the Communion) ; and by little and little this ancient custom 
was altered, and in those places first where the eimissaries 
of this faction came to preach. And now, if any in authority 
offer to reduce it, this ancient course of the Church is by and 
by called an innovation. 

Secondly, with this the Rubrics of the Common Prayer- 
book agree; (42) for the first Rubric after the Communion 
tells us, that upon holidays, t...ugh there be no Communion, 
yet all else that’s appointed at the Communion shiall be read. 
Shall be read? ‘That’s true; but where? Why, the last 
Rubric before the Communion tells us, ‘ that the priest, stand- 
ing at the north side of the holy table, shall say the Lord’s 
Prayer, with that which follows” So that not only the 
Communion, but thc prayers which accompany the Commu- 
nion (which are commonly called the Second Service), are to 
be read at the communion-table. Therefore, if this be an 
innovation, ’tis made by the Rubric, not by the prelates. 
And Mr. Burton’s scoff, that this ‘second service must be 
served in for dainties*, savours too much of belly and pro- 
fanation. 


(43) 12. One thing sticks much in their stomachs, and 
they call it an INNOVATION too; and that is, ‘bowing, or 
doing reverence at our first coming into the church, or at 
our nearer approaches to the holy table, or the altar,’ (call it 

' fBurton’s Sermon for God and service, as dainties, must be said 
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whether you will ;) in which they will needs have it, ‘ that we 
worship the holy table, or God knows what!’ 


To this I answer, first, that God forbid we should worship 
anything but God Himself. 

Secondly, that if to worship God when we enter into His 
house, or approach His altar, be an innovation, ’tis a very 
old one. 

For Moses did reverence at the very door of the Taber- 
nacle (Numb. xx.6)™; Hezekiah, and all that (44) were pre- 
sent with him, when they had made an end of offering, bowed 
and worshipped (2,Chron. xxix. 29); David calls the people 
to it with a Venite, ‘O come, let us worship and fall down, 
and kneel before the Lord our Maker’ (Psal. xcv. 6). And 
in all these places (I pray, mark it) ’tis bodily worship. 

Nor can they say, that this was Judaical worship, and now 
not to be imitated; for long before Judaism began, Bethel, 
the house of God, was a place of reverence (Gen. xxvii. 17, 
&e.); therefore, certainly, of and to God. 

And after Judaical worship ended, Venite, adoremus, as far 
upwards as there is any track of a liturgy, was the introitus 
of the priest, all the Latin Church over. 

And in the daily prayers of the (45) Church of England, 78 
this was retained at the Reformation; and that Psalm, in 
which is Venite, adoremus, is commanded to begin the Morning 
Service every day. And for aught I know, the pricst may 
as well leave out the Venite, as the Adoremus; the calling the 
people to their duty, as the duty itself when they are come. 

Therefore, even according to the Service-book of the 
Church of England, the priest and the people both are called 
upon for external and bodily reverence and worship of God 
in His church. Therefore, they which do it do not innovate. 
And yet the government is so moderate, (God grant it be 
not too loose therewhile,) that no man is constrained, no man 
questioned, only religiously called upon, Venite, adoremus, 

‘ Come, let us worship.’ 

(46) For my own part, I take mysclf bound to worship 

with body as well as in soul, whenever I come where God is 
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worshipped. And were this kingdom such as would allow no 
holy table standing in its proper place, (and such places some 
there are,) yet I would worship God when I came into His 
house. And were the times such as should beat down 
churches, and all the ‘ curious carved work thereof, with axes 
and hammers,’ as in Psal. lxxiv. 6, (and such times have 
been,) yet would I worship in what place soever I came to 
pray, though there were not so much as a stone laid for 
Bethel. But this is the misery, ’tis superstition now-a-days 
for any man to come with more reverence into a church, 
than a tinker and his bitch come into an ale-house. The 
(47) comparison is too homely, but my just indignation at 
the profaneness of the times makes me speak it. 

And you, my honourable Lords of the Garter, in your great 
solemnities, you do your reverence, and to Almighty God, 
I doubt not; but yet it is versus altare, ‘towards His altar,’ 
as the greatest place of God’s residence upon earth. (I say 
the greatest, yea, greater than the pulpit; for there ’tis Hoc 
est corpus meum, ‘ This is My body ;’ but in the pulpit ’tis at 
most but Hoc est verbum meum, ‘ This is My word.” And 
a greater re. rence, no doubt, is due to the body than to the 
word of our Lord. And so, in relation, answerably to the 
throne where His body is usually present, than to the seat 
whence His word useth to be proclaimed. And (48) God 
hold it there, at His word; for, as too many men use the 
matter, ’tis Hoc est verbum Diaboli, ‘This is the word of the 
Dev. ’ in too many places. Witness sedition, and the lke 
to it.) And this reverence ye do when ye enter the chapel, and 
when you approach nearer to offer. And this is no innovation, 
for you are bound to it by your order, and that’s not new. 

And idolatry it is not to worship God towards His holy 
table ; for if it had been idolatry, I presume Queen Elizabeth 
and King James would not have practised it, no not in those 
solemnities. And being not idolatry, but true Divine wor- 
ship, you will, I hope, give a poor priest leave to worship God 
as yoursclyes do: for if it be God’s worship, (49) I ought to 
do it as well as you; and if it be idolatry, you ought not to 
do it more than I. 

I say again, I hope a poor priest may worship God with as 
lowly reverence as you do, since you are bound by your 
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- order, and by your oath, according to a constitution of 
Henry the Fifth (as appears”), to give due honour and reve- 
rence Domino Deo, et altari cjus, in modum virorum ecclesias- 
ticorum ; that is, ‘to the Lord your God, and to His altar,’ 


(for there is a reverence due to that too, though such as 


comes far short of Divine worship ;) and this ‘in the manner 
as ecclesiastical persons both worship and do reverence.’ 

The story which led in this decree is this: King Henry 
the Fifth, that noble and victorious prince, return (50)ing 
gloriously out of France, sat at this solemnity; and finding 
the knights of the Order scarce bow to God, or but slightly, 
and then bow towards him and his seat, startled at it, (being 
a prince then grown as religious as he was before victorious ;) 
and after asking the reason, for till then the knights of the 
Order never bowed toward the King or his seat, the Duke of 
Bedford answered, it was settled by a Chapter Act three 
years before. Hereupon that great King replied: ‘No; [ll 
none of this, till you the knights do it satis bene, well 
enough, and with due performance, to Almighty God.’ And 
hereupon the forenamed Act proceeded, that they should do 
‘this duty to Almighty God,’ not slightly, but ad modum 
virorum ecclesiasticorum, ‘as low, as well, as decently as 
clergymen use to do it? 

(51) Now, if you will turn this off, and say it was the 
superstition of that age so to do, Bishop Jewell will come in 
to help me there. For where Harding names divers ceremo- 
nies, and particularly bowing themselves and adoring at the 
Sacrament,—lI say, ‘ adoring at the Sacrament,’ not ‘ adoring 
the Sacrament,’—tlicre Bishop Jewell (that learned, painful, 
and reverend prelate) approves all, both the kneeling and the 
bowing, and the standing up at the Gospel, (which, as ancient 
as it is in the Church, and a common custom, is yet fondly 
made another of their mnoyations;) and further, the Bishop 
adds, ‘that they are all commendable gestures, and tokens 
of devotion, so long as the people understand what they 
mean, and apply them unto God®’ Now, with us the people 
did (52) ever understand them fully, and apply them to God, 


. Jn Libro Nigro Windesoriensi, ° B, Jewell’s Reply to Harding’s 
p.65. [See ‘The Register of the most Answer, art. 3, div. 29. [p. 151. Lond. 
noble Order of the Garter, &e,; by  1609.] 

John Anstis, vol. ii. p. 76.] 
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and to none but God, till these factious spirits, and their 
like, to the great disservice of God and His Church, went 
about to persuade them that they are superstitious, if not 
idolatrous gestures: as they make everything else to be, 
where God is not served slovenly. 

13. The THIRTEENTH INNOVATION is, ‘the placing of the 
holy table altarwise, at the upper end of the chancel,’ that 
is, ‘the setting of it north and south, and placing a rail 
before it,’ to keep it from profanation, which Mr. Burton 
says, ‘is done to advance and usher in Popery?.’ 


To this I answer, that ’tis no Popery to set a rail to keep 
profanation from that holy table; nor is it (53) any innova- 
tion to place it at the upper end of the chancel, as the altar 
stood. And this appears both by the practice, and by the 
command and canon of the Church of England. 

First, by the practice of the Church of England: for in the 
King’s royal chapels, and divers cathedrals, the holy table 
hath ever since the Reformation stood at the upper end of 
the quire, with the large or full side towards the people. 

And though it stood in most parish churches the other 
way, yet whether there be not more reason the parish 
churches should be made conformable to the cathedral and 
mother churches, than the cathedrals to them, I leave to any 
reasonable man to judge. 

And yet here is nothing done, ei(54)ther by violence or 
command, to take off the indifferency of the standing of the 
holy table either way, but only by laying it fairly before men, 
how fit it is there should be order and uniformity; I say stall 
reserving the indifferency of the standing. 

But, howsoever, I would fain know how any discreet 
moderate man dares say that the ‘placing of the holy table 
altarwise’ (since they will needs call it so) is done either ‘ to 
advance or usher in Popery?’ For did Queen Elizabeth 
banish Popery, and yet did she all along her reign from first 
to last leave the communion-table so standing in her own 
Chapel Royal, in St. Paul’s and Westminster, and_ other 
places, and all this of purpose to advance or usher in that 
Popery which she had driven out ? 


r [Apology,} pp. 4, 5, [and Sermon for God and the King, p.J105, 
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(55) And since her death, have two gracious Kings kept 
out Popery all their times, and yet left the holy table stand- 
ing as it did in the Queen’s time, and all of purpose to 
advance or usher in Popery, which they kept out ? 

Or what’s the matter? May the holy table stand this 
way in the King’s chapel, or cathedrals, or Bishops’ chapels, 
and not elsewhere? Surely, if it be decent and fit for God’s 
service, it may stand so (if authority please) in any church. 
But if it ‘advance or usher in any superstition and Popery,’ 
it ought to stand so in none. 

Nor hath any King’s chapel any prerogative (if that may 
be called one) above any ordinary church to disserve God 
in, by any superstitious (56) rites. Where give me leave to 
tell you, that the King and his chapel are most jecringly 
and with scorn abused, in the last leaf of Mr. Burton’s 
mutinous Appeal, for such it is. 

Secondly, this appears by the canon or rule of the Church 
of England too, for ’tis plain in the last Injunction of the 
Queen, that the holy table ought to stand at the upper end 
of the quire, north and south, or altarwise. For the words 
of the Queen’s Injunctions are these :— 

‘The holy table in every church’ (mark it, I pray, not in 
the Royal Chapel or cathedrals only, but ‘in every church’) 
‘shall be decently made, and set in the place where the altar 
stood1.’ Now, the altar stood at the upper end of the quire, 
north and south, as (57) appears before by the practice of the 
Church. And there to set it otherwise is to set it cross the 
place, not ‘in’ the place where the altar stood; and so, Stulti 
dum vitant vitia‘—weak men, as these lbellers are, run into 
one superstition while they would avoid another; for they run 
upon the superstition of the cross while they seck to avoid 
the superstition of the altar. So you sce, here’s neither 
Popery nor innovation in all the practice of Queen Elizabeth, 
or since. ms 

These words of the Injunction are so plain, as that they 
can admit of no shift. 

And give me leave to tell you, that a very learned prelate 
of this Church, and one whom I think these men will not 


a [{Wilkins’ Cone, tom. iy. p. 188 ] * [Hor, Sat. i. 2. 24.] 
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necuse as a man like to.(58) ‘ advance or usher in Popery,’ is 
of the same opinion: ’tis my Lord the Bishop of Salisbury *, 
Some difference was lately rising about placing the com- 


munion-table in a parish church of his diocese. 


The Bishop, 


careful to prevent all disorder, sends his injunctiont under 
his hand and seal to the curate and churchwardens, to settle 
that business; in which he hath these two passages remark- 


able. 


8 (Dr. John Davyenant, a divine of 
strong Calvinistic leanings. ] 

t May 17, 1637. 

« [The Editor, in examining the 
Parish Register of Aldbourne for an- 
other purpose, most unexpectedly dis- 
covered a copy of this very document, 
which, by the kindness of the Rev. 
G. P. Cleather, M.A., Vicar of the 
parish, he was permitted to tran- 
scribe. 

“« A copy of the order sent from the 
Right Reverent father in God the 
Bishop of Sarum to the Parish of Al- 
borne for the placing of the Holy 
Table,and administration of the Holy 
Sac. of the Lord’s Supper. 

“John, by divine providence Bi- 
shop of Sarum, To the Curate and 
Churchwardens with the Parishioners 
of Auborne, in the County of Wilts, 
and our Dioces of Sari, greeting, 
Whereas his Mate hath beene lately 
informed, that some men factiously 
disposed, have taken upon themselves 
to place and remove the Communion 
Table in the Church of Auborne; and 
thereupon his highnes hath required 
me to take ptsent order therein. These 
are to let you know, that both accord- 
ing to the Iniunctions given out in 
the Raigne of Queene Elizabeth for 
the placing of Coynunion Tables in 
Churches, and by the 82 Canon agreed 
upon in the first yeare of the Raigne 
of King James of blessed memory, it 
was intimated that those Tables should 
ordinarily be sett and stand with the 
side to the East wall of the Chauncell. 
I therefore require you the Church- 
wardens, and all other persons, not to 
meddle with the bringing downe or 
transposing of the Comunion Table, as 
you will answere itat your owne perill, 
And because some doe jgnorantly sup- 
pose that the standing of the Comu- 
nion Table where Altars stood in times 
of gupstition has some relish of Po- 
pery: And some prchanee may as 
crroniously conccive that the placing 


I have seen and read the order". 


thereof otherwise when the holy ~ 
Communion is administered savor® of 
irreverence: I would have you take 
notice from the forenamed Jniunction, 
and Canon, from the Rubric prefixed 
before the administration of the 
Lord’s Supper, and from: the first 
article not long since inquired of in 
the Visitation of our most reverend 
Metropolitan; that the placing of it 
higher or lower in the Chauncell, or 
in the Church, is by the iudgment of 
the Church of England a thing indif- 
ferent, and to be ordered and guided 
by the only Rule of Conveniencie. Now 
because in things of this nature to 
judge and determine what is most 
covenient, belongs not to private per- 
sons, but to those that have Ecclesi- 
astical authority; I inhibit you the 
Chureh-Wardens, and all other persons 
whatsoever, to meddle with the bring- 
ing downe of the Communion Table, or 
with altering the place thereof at such 
times as the Holy Supp is to be admi- 
nistered ; and I require you herein to 
yield obedience unto what is already 
iudged most convenient by my Chaun- 
cellor, unless upon further considera- 
tion and viewe it shall be otherwise 
ordered. Now to the end that the 
Minister may neither be overtoyled, 
nor the people indecently and inconve- 
niently thronged together, when they 
are to draw ncere, and take the holy 
Sacrament ; and that the frequent cele- 
bratid thereof may nevertheless be con- 
tinued, I doc further appoint that thrice 
in the yeare at the least, there be pub- 
lique notice given in the Church, for 
fower Comunions to be held upon 
fower Sundaies together; and that 
there come not to the Comunion in 
one day above two hundred at the 
most. For the better observation 
whereof, and that every man may 
know his prop time, the Curate shall 
divide the Varishioners into fower 
parts according to his discretid, and 
as shall most fittingly serve to this 
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The first passage is this: ‘By the Injunction of Queen 
Elizabeth,’ saith he, ‘and by Can. 82 under King James, 
the communion-tables should ordinarily be set and stand 
with the side to the east wall of the chancel.’ Therefore, 8] 
this is no innovation, since there is injunction and canon 
for it. 

(59) The other passage is this: ‘’Tis ignorance,’ saith that 
learned Bishop, ‘to think that the standing of the holy table 
there relishes of Popery.’ Therefore, if it do not so much 
as relish of Popery, it can neither advance it nor usher it in. 
And therefore, this is a most odious slander and scandal 
cast upon us. 

So here’s enough both for the practice and rule of the 
Church of England since the Reformation. Now before that 
time, both in this and other Churches of Christendom, in the 
East and West ordinarily, the holy table or altar stood so. 
Against this Mr. Burton says little. 

But the Lincolnshire minister comes in to play the Puritan 
for that. Concerning which book * (falling thus in my way) 
and the (60) nameless author of it, I shall only say these two 
things. 

The one is, that the author prevaricates from the first 
word to the Jast in the book; for he takes on him both for 
the name and for the placing of the holy table, and the hke, 
to prove, that generally, and universally, and ordinarily in 
the whole Catholic Church, both East and West, the holy 
table did not stand at the upper end of the quire or chancel. 
And this he must prove, or he doth nothing. 

Now when he comes to make his proofs, they are almost 
all of them particular, few or none general and concludent ; 
for he neither brings testimonies out of the general and 
reccived rituals of the Eastern and Western Churches, nor 


purpose. And ifany turbulent spirit this order was copied by the Rev. 


shall disobey this our order, hee shall 
be proceeded against according to the 
quality of his fault and misdemeanour. 
In wittnes whereof I have hereunto 
set my hand and seale Episcopal this 
seventeenth day of May, 1637. And 
in the yeure of our Consceration the 
sixteenth.” 

From a memoranduin in the same 
page of the Register it appears that 


Mr. Atkinson, then minister of A.ld- 
bourne. } 

x [The title of the book here re- 
ferred to is, ‘The Holy Table, Name 
and Thing, &e., written long ago by a 
Minister in Lincolnshire. It was the 
production of Williams, Bishop of Lin- 
coln, whose name appears as its licenser 
for the press. Heylin replied to it in 
his ‘ Antidotum Lincolniense.’} 
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of Fathers and histories of the Church, (61) which speak in 
general terms of all, but where they speak of particular 
Churches only. 

So that suppose the most that can be, that is, suppose his 
quotations be all truly alleged, and true too in the sense that 
the minister takes them, (though in very truth, the places, 
most of them, are neither truly alleged, nor sensed,) yet they 
are but exceptions of, and exemptions from the general 
practice. And you know both in law and reason, exceptio 
jirmat regulam in non exceptis’. So that upon the sudden 
Tam-not able to resolve, whether this minister hath done 
more wrong to himself or his readers, for he hath abused 
both. 

The other is, that in the judgment of very many learned 
men, which have perused this book, the author (62) is clearly 
conceived to want a great deal of that learning, to which he 
pretends; or else to have written this book wholly and 
resolvedly against both his science and his conscience. 

And for my own part, I am fully of opinion, this book was 
thrust now to the press, both to countenance these hbellers, 
and, as much as in him lay, to fire both Church and State. 

And though I wonder not at the minister, yet I should 
wonder at the bishop of the diocese (a man of learning and 
experience), that he should give testimony to such a business, 
and in such times as these. 

And once more, before I leave the ‘ Holy Table, Name and 
Thing,’ give me leave to put you in mind, that there is no 
danger at all in the altar, ‘name or thing.’ For at the be- 
gin(63)ning of the Reformation, though there were a law for 
the taking down of the altars, and setting up of holy tables 
in the room of them; yet in some places the altars were 
not suddenly removed. And what says the Queen in her 
Injunction to this? Why she says, ‘that there seems no 
matter of great moment in this, saving for uniformity, and 
the better imitation of the law in that behalf”’ Therefore 

§2 for any danger or hurt that was in the altars, ‘name or thing,’ 
they might even then have been left standing, ‘ but for uni- 
formity, and the imitation of the law,’ 


y (See Gloss in Clement. lib, vy. > 7 Tnjunet. ultim. [Wilkins’ Cone, 
tit, xi. cap. 1. § ‘Cum autem.’] tom. iy, p. 188.] 
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But howsoever, it follows in the same Injunction, ‘ that 
when the altar is taken down, the holy table shall be set in 
(not cross) the place where the altar stood;’ which, as is 
aforesaid, (64) must needs be altarwise. 


14, The FOURTEENTH and the last INNOVATION comes with 
a mighty charge, and ’tis taken out of an ‘Epistle to the 
temporal Lords of his Majesty’s Privy Council. Of which 
epistle we got one sheet, and so (for aught I yet know) 
that impression stayed. In that sheet is this charge; the 
words are: 

‘The prelates, to justify their proceedings, have forged a 
new article of religion, brought from Rome (which gives 
them full power to alter the doctrine and discipline of our 
Church at a blow,’ (as they interpret it,) ‘and have foisted 
it’ (such is their language) ‘into the beginning of the 20th 
Article of our Church. And this is in the last edition of the 
Articles, anno 1628, in affront of his Majesty’s Declaration 
before them,’ &c. 


(65) The clause (which they say is forged by us) is this: 
‘The Church’ (that is, the Bishops, as they expound it) 
‘hath power to decree rites and ceremonies, and authority in 
matter of faith. (Lhe word is ‘controversies of faith,’ by 
their leave.) ‘This clause,’ say they, ‘is a forgery fit to be 
examined, and deeply censured in the Star-Chamber. For 
‘tis not to be found in the Latim or English Articles of 
Edward VI. or Queen Elizabeth, ratified by Parliament.’ 

And then in the margent thus: ‘If to forge a will or 
writing be censurable in the Star-Chamber, which is but a 
wrong toa private man; how much-more the forgery of an 
‘article of religion, to wrong the whole Church, and overturn 
religion, which concerns all our souls ?’ 

(66) This is a heavy charge, my Lords; but I thank God 
the answer’s casy. 

And truly I grant, that to forge an article of religion in 
whole or in part, and then to thrust it upon the Church, is a 
. most heinous crime, far worse than the forging of a deed. 
And is certainly very deeply censurable in this court. And 
I would have humbly besought you, that a deep censure 
might have been laid upon it, but that this sheet was found 
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after, and so is not annexed to the information, nor in judg- 
ment at this present before you. 

But then, my Lords, I must tell you, I hope to make it as 
clear as the day, that this forgery was not, that this clause 
mentioned was added by the prelates to the Article, to gain 
power to the Church, and so to serve (67) our turns; but 
that that clause in the beginning of the Article was by these 
men, or at least by some of their faction, rased out, and this 
to weaken the just power of the Church to serve their turns. 

They say (to justify their charge) that this clause is not to 
be found in the Articles, English or Latin, of either Edw. VI. 
or Q. Elizabeth. 

I answer: The Articles of Edw. VI. and those made 
under Q. Elizabeth differ very much. And those of Edw. VI. 
are not now binding. So whether the clause be in or out of 
them, ’tis not much material. 

But for the Articles of the Church of England, made in 
the Queen’s time, and now in force, that this clause for the 
power of the Church to ‘decree ceremonies, and to have 
authority in con(68)troversies of faith,’ should not be found 
in English or Latin copies till the year 1628, that it was set 
forth with the King’s Declaration before it, is to me a 
miracle ; but your Lordships shall see the falsehood and 
boldness of these men. 

What? Is this affirmative clause in no copy, English or _ 
Latin, till the year 1628? Strange. Why, my Lords, I have 
a copy of the Articles in English of the year 1612, and of the 
year 1605, and of the year 1593, and in Latin of the year 
1568, which was one of the first printed copies, if not the 
first of all. For the Articles were agreed on but the nine- 
and-twentieth day of January, anno 1563.* 

And in all these, this affirmative clause for the Church’s 
power isin. (69) And is not this strange boldness, then, to 
abuse the world, and falsely to say ’tis in no copy, when 
I mysclf, out of my own store, am able to show it im so 
many, and so anciently ? 

But, my Lords, I shall make it plainer yet: for ’tis not 
fit concerning an Article of religion, and an Article of such 
consequence for the order, truth, and peace of this Church, 


* {In 1562, according to the English computation. J 
LAUD.—YoL. VI. R 
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you should rely upon my copies, be they never so many or 


never so ancient. 


Therefore I sent to the public records in my office, and 
here under my officer’s hand, who is a public notary, is 
returned me the twentieth Article with this affirmative clause 


in ite. 
be seen. 


b [The Editor is indebted to the 
tev. W. C. Sharpe, B.D. Fellow of 
St. John’s College, Cambridge, for a 
copy of the following paper, preserved 
in the library of that Society :— 

«A Transcript of a Paper thus 
endorsed by A. B. Laud’s own hand. 
‘Jun. 12, 1637. A Transcript out of 
my Registry concerning ye 20% Arti- 
cle of those yt were made 1562.’ 

“ Wxtract. e Registro Principali Se- 
dis Archiep. Cant. &e. 

“ Acta Convocationum tempore 
Rev™ D" ParkerArchiep’i Cantuar. &e. 

“In Convocatione Anno 1)" 1562 
in Capelld Regis Henrici 7™ infra 
Eecl’am Collegiatam D. PetriWestmon. 
situat. tent’ die Martis 19° die men- 
sis Januarii Sess. 34* pag. 19 & 20 
preedicti libri, inter alia actum erat 
prout sequitur. 

“ Tandem dictus Rev™*s accersiri 
jussit, ad se Prolocutorem domus in- 
ferioris, Qui quidem Prolocutor und 
cum sex aliis de Clero dicta: domus 
infer. coram Patribus sui copiam 
faciens proposuit & asseruit q? qui- 
dam de dict&é domo exhibuerunt 
quasdam diversas schedas de rebus 
Nteformandis per cos respective ex- 
cogitat. & in Seripta redact. Qua 
quidem Schedz de comuni consensu 
tradite sunt quibusdam yiris graviori- 
bus & doctioribus de coetu dict. domus 
infer. ad hoc electis perspiciende & 
considerandz. Quibus sic electis (ut 
asseruit) assignatum est ut hujusmodi 
Schedas in Capitula redigant ac in 
proxim’ Sessione exhibeant coram 
codem Prolocutore; et ulterius pro- 
posuit q? articuli in Synodo Londi- 
nensi tempore nuper Regis Edw. 64 
(ut asseruit) editi, traditi sint quibus- 
dam aliis viris ex coetu dicta domus 
infer. ad hoe etiam clectis ut cos dili- 
genter inspiciant, examinent & con- 
siderent, ac prout cis visum fucrit, 
corrigant & reforment ac in proximi 
Sessione etiam exhibeant. Et tune 
Zey™s hujusmodi negotia per dictum 
Prolocutorem & Clerum incepta ap- 
probavit, ac in eisdem in prox. Sessio- 


And there is also the. whole body of the Articles to 


nem juxta corum determinationem 
procedere yoluit & mandavit. 

“ Octava Sessio. 

“Die Veneris 29° viz. die mensis 
Januarij Anno D" pradicto inter 
horas 8 et 9%" ante meridiem ejusdem 
dici Rev™® in Christo Patre D»° Mat- 
thao Archiep’o Cantuar. ete. necnon 
Reverendis Patribus Ds Edmundo 
Londin., Rob. Winton., [JoJhan. Here- 
forden., Rolando Bangor, Joan. Sa- 
rum., Nicol. Lincoln., Johanne Nor- 
wicen., Richardo Meneven., Thoma 
Asaphen., Edmundo Roffen., Richardo 
Glocestren., Thom’ Cov. et Lichfield., 
Gilberto Bathon. et Wellen., Richardo 
Elien., Wilhelmo Exon. respectivé 
Epis in domo Capitulari Eccl’ae Ca- 
thedralis D. Pauli London. congre- 
gatis, post tractatum aliquem inter 
eos habitum tandem super quibusdam 
articulis orthodoxee fidei inter Ep’os, 
quorum nomina eis subscribuntur, 
unanim. conyenit, quorum quidem 
articulorum tenores sequuntur in 
Eccl. pred. In quo tenore articulus 
vicesimus de Ecclesice authoritate sic 
se habet in hae verba, p. 27. 

“«VYabet Eccl’a ritus statuendi jus 
& in fidei controversiis auctoritatem, 
quamvis Hccl’se non licet quicquam 
instituere q? verbo Dei scripto ad- 
versetur, nec unum Scripturee locum 
sic exponere potest ut alteri contra- 
dicat; quare licet Eccl’a sit divino- 
rum librorum testis & conservatrix, 
attamen ut adversus eos nihil de- 
cernere, ita preeter illos nil eredendum 
de necessitate Salutis debet obtrudere.’ 

(Sa) oy 

“Tos articulos fidei Christiane con- 
tinentes in universum novemdecim 
paginas in autographo q? asservatur 
apud Rey™™ in Christo Patrem De 
Mattheum Cantuar. Ep’um totius 
Anglix Primatem Metrop. Archiep’i 
ct Epi utriusq® provincia Regni 
Angliw in Saeri Provinciali Synodo 
legitime congregati unanimi assensu 
recipiunt & profitentur & ut veros & 
orthodoxos manuum suarum subscrip- 
tionibus approbant 29° die mensis 
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(70) By this your Lordships see how free the prelates are 
from forging this part of the Article. Now let these men 
quit themselves and their faction, as they can, for their 
index expurgatorius and their foul rasure in leaving out this 
part of the Article. For to leave out of an Article is as great 
a crime as to put in; and a main rasure is as censurable in 
this court as a forgery. 

Why, but then, my Lords, what is this mystery of iniquity ? 

Truly, I cannot certainly tell; but as far as I can Ill 
tell you. 

The Articles you see were fully and fairly agreed to and 
subscribed in the year 1563. But after this, in the year 
1571, there were some that refused to subscribe, but why 
they did so is not recorded. Whe(71)ther it were about 
this Article, or any other, I know not. But in fact this is 
manifest, that in that year 1571, the Articles were printed 
both in Latin and English, and this clause for the Church 
left out of both®. And certainly, this could not be done, but 
by the malicious cunning of that opposite faction. And 
though I shall spare dead men’s names where I have not 
certainty ; yet if you be pleased to look back and consider 


Januarii An° Di secundum compu-  chardo London. Ep’o tune Presidente. 


tationem Eccl’ Anglican 1562°, 
Universusq® Clerus inferioris domus 
cosdem etiain unanimiter & recepit 
& professus est, ut ex manuum 
suarum subscriptionibus patet, quas 
obtulit & deposuit apud eundem 
Rey™™ 5to die Februarii anno pre- 
dicto. 

“In Conyocatione tent&é An®° D™ 
1571 inter alia p. 110 continetur ut 
sequitur, 

“Et tune dictus Rey™s ‘dimisso 
Clero domus infer. exceptis Prolo- 
eutore ac Decanis & archidiaconis 
voluit & jussit ut omnes de ccetu 
ecorum qui Articulis, de quibus in 
Synodo Londinensi An? Di juxta 
comput, Eccl’ Ang]. 1562 inter Ar- 
chiep'os et Ep’os utriusque Provincia, 
neenon uniyersum Clerum convenit, 
hactenus non subseripserant modo 
eis subseribant; & q’ omnes & sin- 
guli qui cisdem articulis subscribere 
volucrint aut recusaverint (si qui tales 
inveniantur) a dicta domo inferiori & 
ecotu Cleri pred. penitus excludantur. 

“In Convoeatione tent) Ano Dui 
1604, Regniq® Serenissimi Dei Jacobi 
Regis Anno 2*° Rev!° Patre Do Ri- 


“Sess. 16. 

“Demum idem Rey?"s Praeses Lon- 
don. Ep’us protulit quendam librum 
articulorum de quibus in Synodo 
London. communi assensu Archiep’o- 
rum, Ep’orum & Cleri utriusque 
Provincize consensum est Anno D™ 
1562 ad tollendam opinionum vyarie- 
tatem & c. irmand. veram, uni- 
formem Christi religionem Regia 
authoritate & assensu publicatis et 
in Anno D™ 1571 per &ce. revisis. 
Quem per Mag. Wil. Wood Legum 
Doctorem alta & intelligibili voce 
perlegi fecit, quo lecto dicti Rev’ 
Patres consensum et assensum suos 
cisdem articulis preestiterunt & eo- 
rum nomina manibus suis propriis 
eisdem articulis respective subscripse- 
runt tune et ibidem. 

“ Concordat cum Reg’ro preed. fact& 
collatione per me Sac. Wade Not 
Publicum.”] 

¢ [Strype (Life of Parker, book iv. 
chap. y.) states that he had seen three 
different English editions of the Arti- 
cles, printed in 1571 by Jugg and 
Cawood, in all of which this clause 
was found. ] 
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who they were that governed businesses in 1571, and rid 
the Church almost at their pleasure; and how potent the 
ancestors of these libellers began then to grow, you will think 
it no hard matter to have the Articles printed, and this clause 
left out. 

’ And yet ’tis plain, that, after (72) the stir about sub- 
scription in the year 1571, the Articles were settled and 
subscribed unto at last, as in the year 1562, with this clause 
in them for the Church: for looking further into the records 
which are in mine own hands, I have found the book of 1563 
subscribed by all the Lower House of Convocation, in this 
very year of contradiction, 1571, Dr. John Elmar (who 
was after Lord Bishop of London) being there Prolocutor : 
Alexander Nowel, Dean of St. Paul’s, having been Prolocutor 
in 1563, and yet living and present and subscribing in 15714 
Therefore, I do here openly in the Star-Chamber charge 
upon that pure scct this foul corruption of falsifying the 
Articles of the Church of England; let them take it off as 
they can. 

(73) I have now done, and ’tis time I should, with the 
innovations charged upon the prelates, and fit to “ec answered 
here. 

Some few more there are, but they belong to matter of 84 
doctrine, which shall presently be answered, justo volumine, v 
at large, to satisfy all well-minded people*. But when Mr. 
Burton’s book, which is the main one, is answered, (I mean 
his book, not his railing,) neither Pry: nor Bastwick, nor 
any attendants upon Rabshakch, shall by me or my care be 
answered. If this court find not a way to stop these 
libellers’ mouths and pens, for me they shall rail on till they 
be weary. 

Yet one thing more, I beseech you, give me leave to add. 
?Tis Master Burton’s charge upon the (74) prelates. ‘ That 
the censures formerly laid upon malefactors, are now put 
upon God’s ministers for their virtue and piety‘? 

A heavy charge this too. But if he or any man else can 
show that any man hath been punished in the High-Com- 


4 [This very copy is preserved Moderate Answer to the Scditious and 
among Sclden’s books in the Bodleian Scandalous Challenges of Henry Bur- 
Library. | ton,’ &e. Lond. 1637.] 

e [It was answered by Peter Heylin, f Page 175. 
jn a book entitled, ‘A Brief and 
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OF BASTWICK, BURTON, AND PRYNNE, 69 


mission, or elsewhere, by the prelates, for virtue and piety, 
there is all the reason in the world we should be severely 
punished ourselves. But the truth is, the virtue and piety 
for which these ministers are punished, is for preaching 
schism and sedition, many of their sermons being as bad as 
their libels, as Burton’s libel was one of his sermons first. 
But whether this stuff have any affinity with virtue and piety, 
I submit to any Christian reader. 

(75) And yet Mr. Burton is so confident of his innocency, 
even in this cause wherein he hath so foully carried himself, 
that he breaks forth into these words: ‘I never so much as 
once dreamed, that impiety and impudency itself, in such a 
Christian State as this is, and under such a gracious Prince, 
durst ever thus pees have called me in question, and that 
upon the open stage,’ &c.& 

You see the boldness of the man, aan in as bad a cause as, 
I think, in this kind ever any man had. 

I shall end all with a passage out of S. Cyprian", when he, 
then Bishop of Carthage, was bitterly railed upon by a pack 
of schismatics, his answer was, and ‘tis now mine: ‘They 
have railed both bitterly and falsely upon (76) me, and yet 
non oportet me paria cum illis facere, it becomes not me to 
answer them with the like either levities or revilings, but to 
speak and write that only which becomes sacerdotem Det, 
a priest of God.’ 

Neither shall I in this give way (though I have been 
extremely vilified) to either grief or passion to speak, remem- 
bering that of the Psalmist, Psal. xxxvii. 8, ‘ Fret not thyself, 
clse shalt thou be moved to do evil.’ 

Neither yet, by God’s grace, shall the reproaches of such 
men as these make me faint, or start aside, cither from the 
right way in matter of practice, (they are S. Cyprian’s 
words again',) or a certa regula, ‘from the certain rule 
of faith.’ 

And since, in former times, some spared not to call the 
Master of the (77) house Beelzebub, how much more will 
ve be bold with them of his household? as it is in St. Mat- 


f {Burton's Appe aul,) page 7. cia perditorum, quominus a via recta 
ts Cypr.)) Libs i. Ep.3. (Ep. lv. et a-certa regnla non recedamus.”’] 
al ¢ ornel. p. 35. Ed. Ben.] == iba pr ko: [ Ibid. p. 83.) 


' "Nee movere nos debent convi- 
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thew x. 25. And so bold have these men been; but the next 
_ words of our Saviour are, ‘ Fear them not.’ 

I humbly crave pardon of your Lordships for this my 
necessary length, and give you all hearty thanks for your 
noble patience, and your just and honourable censure upon 
these men, and your unanimous dislike of them, and defence 
of the Church. 

But because the business hath some reflection upon myself, — 
I shall forbear to censure them, and leave them to God’s 
mercy and the King’s justice *. 


k |The sentence of the court was, 
that they should each be fined 50002, 
be deprived of their ears, and be com- 
mitted to prison. The sentence was 
accordingly exceuted; after which, 
Bastwick was committed to Launces- 
ton, Burton to Lancaster, and Prynne 
to Cacrnarvon Castle. Afterwards they 
were respectively removed to 5, Mary’s 
Castle, in Scilly Island, to Cornet 


Castle, in Guernsey, and Mont Orgueil, 
in Jersey. Their conduct when in the 
pillory is described in the Biographia 
Britannica, in the notes to their several 
lives, and in a letter from Garrard to 
Wentworth (Strafford Letters, vol. ii. 
p. 85). They were released from prison 
in 1640, and entered London in 
triumph. ] 


*.* [It is stated in the Harleian Cat. (vol. ii. p. 669.) that there were only 
twenty-five copies of the first edition of this Speech; which seems hardly 
probable, considering that there are three copies still preserved in the Bodleian 
Library alone. (Wood, Ath. iii. 135.) It has not been thought necessary to 
cumber these pages with extracts from Bp. Williams’s notes on the Speech, 
which are there mentioned. It was translated into French in 1637, of which 
translation there is a copy in the Cathedral Library, Canterbury. 
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BISHOP OF LINCOLN, 


Jury 19, 1637. 


{Rushworth’s Collections, vol. ii. pp. 488 -4454.] 


Sorry I am, my Lords, that such a man as my Lord Bishop 
of Lincoln for profession, and sorry that he, being so wise, 
so discreet and understanding a man every way, should 
come to stand culpable of such faults as should deserve the 
censure of this court, and in this nature, that it should fall 
out, that by being over-active and over-doing businesses of 
other men’s, to undo his own, nay even hereby also to undo 
himself. 

We have adversaries too many amongst ourselves, but 
this day’s work opens a way for the Romanists to take 
advantage by it, to see so eminent a person as a Bishop, and 
so eminent a Bishop as he, to become thus censurable in a 
thing of so high a nature in this high court; it opens a way, 
I say, to them of rejoicing, which I would to God had not 
been: at all, or at least not by him. 

When I look upon and consider his excellent parts, both 
of nature and achieved unto by study and art; when I think 
upon his wisdom, learning, agility of memory, and the 
experience that accompanies him with all those endowments, 
it puts me toa stand; that after he had been overtaken in one 
error in the first cause, he should not have recalled himself, 
aud made a stand, but that he hath now run on into a far 


There are two copics of this speech 
in the Ashmolean MSS., Numb. 800, 
Art. vi, Numb. 824, Art. vii. The 
first of these is a brief abstract; the 
other a full report, apparently taken 
down at the time. That in Rushworth 
seom4s to have been printed from a 
similar report, Several places that 


were clearly wrong in Rushworth have 
been corrected, and passages supplied, 
from the Ashmole MS.] 

> [The first charge brought against 
Williams was for revealing the King’s 
seerets, contrary to his oath as a Privy 
Counsellor. ] 
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